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REPLY BRIEF 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 41.4! , up >cUe u->potw oih u u •«* * v )it^ Wacs 
of August 5. 2009 as follows; 

A. On July I4 : 2009, the Board of Patent Appeals and interferences (hereinafter \*\ 
Board") issued an Order indicating that the present application was not ready tor docketm s as 
appeal due to certain errors/omissions by the Examiner and returned the present applicant io 
the Examiner tor correction of the noted issues prior to docketing the application for appeal 1 - 
particular, the Order noted; 



there was no indication on the record of whether the 
Examuier nad considered Information Disclosure 
Statements riied by appellant on March 12, 2007, July 19, 
20T Sc-'-Vxr 7, 2007. March 7, 2008. and March 14, 
2t 



B, m response to the Board's Order of July 14, 2009, the Examiner issued a Corrected 
Examiner's Answer on August 5, 2009. Upon review of the Corrected Examiner's Answer, it 
remains unclear whether appellant's amendment filed on March 6, 2006 and appellant's 
Information Disclosure Statement filed on March 12, 2007 have been considered. For example 
the -'Status of Amendments After Pinal." section of the Corrected Examiners Answer indicates 
that "(n]o amendment after final has been filed," and the Corrected Examiner's Amendment 



the Examiner's Answer did not appear to take into 
consideration appellant's amendment filed on March 6, 
2006: and 
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nowhere addressed appellant's In formation Disclosure Statement of March 1.2, 200?. In 
addition, it appears that both the "Grounds of Rejection" and the "Response to Argument" 
sections of the Corrected Examiner's Answer remain unchanged substantively from the original 
Examiners Answer of June 5, 2006. 

C. On October 1, 2009, in response to the Corrected .Examiner's Answer of August 5, 

2009, the Board issued another Order indicating that the corrections required by the Board's 

Order of July 14, 2009 had not been made in their entirety, in particular, the Order noted: 

■ 1 } the Corrected Examiner's Answer did not appear to take into consideration 
appellant's amendment filed on March 6, 2006; and 

(2) there was no indication on the record of whether the Examiner had 

considered the Information. Disclosure Statement filed by appellant on 
March 12,2007. 

!>, On August 7, 2006, appellant filed a Request for Oral Hearing arid a Reply Brief in 
response to the original Examiner's Answer of June 5, 2006. Due to the fact that the Corrected. 
Examiner's Answer appears to be unchanged substantively from the original Examiner s Answer 
of June S, 2006, appellant, is not now filing any substantive response to the Corrected Examiner's 
Answer of August 5, 2009, Rather, appellant is filing this Reply Brief simply to indicate that 
appellant wishes to maintain appellant's Appeal Brief of March 6, 2006, Reply Brief of August. 
7, 2006, and Request for Oral blearing of August. 7. 2006. For the reasons stated m appellant's 
Ar»x>«l Brief of March 6. 2006 and Reply Brief of August 7, 2006, appellant submits that the 



PH\)v- .'■anii\ any rhjnv\ or ot-du^ due us connection s\ nh the Oiin^ »>j t\n^ papc 
otherwise to Deposit Account No. uo-1050. 

Respec u u 1 i y s u bm sued . 
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